TEKE 2 


A giraffe has been killed — why the fuss? 


Humans do not regard all animals as equal. We conserve pet-like creatures such as Marius 
because we love them 


Our attitude 0 non-human animals has changed greatly over the past century and 
a half. 1 the Judeo-Christian tradition prevailed, the biblical account of the 
Creation was still a true myth, showing that other animals were brought into the world to be useful to 
man, and subject to man's dominion. 


The 2 causing of pain to animals was never a justification for cruelty: 
Shakespeare knew that only wanton boys pulled the wings off flies. But it was a justification for killing 
animals for food or keeping them as domestic pets. 


It was Darwin who closed the gap between humans and the rest of nature. And now that we know 
exactly how much of our DNA we share, not only with the great apes, but also with other animals 
3 in their appearance and behaviour, it is impossible to continue to treat human 
beings as a race apart. But it is important not to exaggerate this coming together. It remains true that 
we are the only animals who can 4 our imaginations to embrace the whole world, 
who can frame and enunciate moral principles and, in particular, can carry out systematic, impersonal 
science. 
Only a human being could set up a zoo, and only human beings could pursue a pan-European policy 
of conserving a species of animal 5 a variety of genes and not allowing it to be 
endangered by inbreeding. This was the motive for the euthanasia of Marius the giraffe, whose killing 
at Copenhagen zoo has caused outrage. 
Yet it was 6 the agreed policy of many responsible zoos. So why the fuss? Well, 
the answer is pretty clear. We love giraffes. They are gently disposed herbivores, and amazingly fast 
movers. It is doubtful whether such an outcry would have been raised 7 a wild 
boar, or even a giant cobra. 


We do not regard all animals as equal. Even those who oppose the use of animals in research are 
more hostile to the use of primates than of mice. Mice in laboratories are 8 

names, and the naming of Marius is significant. We name our children and our pets and we love them 
both. 


Some have argued that Marius had a right to life. But to appeal to animal rights seems to demonstrate 
yet again the hierarchy that we 9 in the animal kingdom. 


There is a further question for philosophers. Suppose we can accept the zoos' agreement to breed 
only from animals with rarer sets of genes, in order to conserve the species, giraffe: why do we want 
to do this? | have already given one answer: we love giraffes. Does this 10 the 
species for ever? | suppose in a way it does, or at least for as long as the planet sustains life. 


For туѕе was shockednot sy much by the fact that Marius was killed as by the manner of his 
death. wn BE NE erho ected in front of a crowd, including children, used as a kind of 
teaching ald}: ў is\ Simply Lsgueamishness, апа this may not be а very lofty substitute for 
philosophy. 


Source: http://www.thequardian.com/ 
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